















































Austria No 10 No Yes (1998) Yes (2006)
Belgium Yes (1992) 3 to 5 (2009) Yes No (2000)
Yes (2010)
No
Denmark No 7 to 9 (2002) No Yes (2002; 2006; 
2008)
Yes (2002; 2006; 
2008)
Finland No 5 to 6 (2003) Yes (2003) Yes (2003) No
France Yes 5 Yes Yes Yes (2003)
Germany Yes (2000) 15 to 8 (2000) No Yes (2000) Yes (2007)
Greece Yes (2010) 10 to 7 (2010) Yes Yes (2000) Yes (2000; 2010)
Ireland Yes 4 Yes No No
Italy No 5 to 10 (1992) Yes (1992) No No
Luxembourg Yes (2008) 5 to 7 (2008) Yes (2008) Yes (2001) Yes (2008)
Netherlands Yes 5 Yes (1992);
No (1997)
Yes (2003) Yes (2003)
Portugal Yes (1994; 2006) 10 to 6 (2006) Yes Yes (2006) No
Spain Yes 10 No Yes No
Sweden No 5 Yes (2001) No No




























Total Score Change Over Time
1980 2000 2010 1980 2000 2010
Canada 5 7.5 7.5 Modest Strong (+) Strong
Australia 4 8 8 Modest Strong (+) Strong
Austria 0 1 1.5 Weak Weak Weak
Belgium 1 3 5.5 Weak Modest (+) Modest
Denmark 0 0.5 0 Weak Weak Weak
Finland 0 1.5 6 Weak Weak Strong (+)
France 1 2 2 Weak Weak Weak
Germany 0 2 2.5 Weak Weak Weak
Greece 0.5 0.5 2.5 Weak Weak Weak
Ireland 1 1.5 3 Weak Weak Modest (+)
Italy 0 1.5 1 Weak Weak Weak
Netherlands 2.5 5.5 2 Weak Modest (+) Weak (-)
New Zealand 2.5 5 5.5 Weak Modest (+) Modest
Norway 0 0 2.5 Weak Weak Weak
Portugal 1 2 3.5 Weak Weak Modest (+)
Spain 0 1 3.5 Weak Weak Modest (+)
Sweden 3 5 7 Modest Modest Strong (+)
Switzerland 0 1 1 Weak Weak Weak
United Kingdom 2.5 5.5 5.5 Weak Modest (+) Modest











































































































Australia S 33 4 64 3 20 5 49 ‐20 63 ‐9
UK M 47 ‐3 65 0 18 ‐4 50 ‐7 44 ‐9
USA M 57 16 83 12 50 11 72 7 68 6
Switzerland W 53 ‐5 13 ‐2 30 ‐2 37 ‐6 51 ‐16
New Zealand M 51 10 69 8 22 6 53 ‐6 64 ‐3
Canada S 46 21 69 20 32 17 66 1 64 1
Norway W 32 ‐3 77 3 9 ‐1 72 ‐8 50 ‐12
Sweden M 22 ‐5 70 ‐1 7 ‐1 79 ‐15 46 ‐11
Germany W 27 ‐2 65 11 12 ‐4 39 ‐14 32 ‐14
Austria W 48 2 69 2 29 ‐3 45 ‐11 59 ‐9
Spain W 38 1 34 2 14 ‐4 35 2 37 ‐8























































































































































































Immigrants of Same Race 
(0 = Allow Many to 1 = Allow None)
Immigrants of Different Race 
(0 = Allow Many to 1 = Allow None)
I II I II
Unemployment Rate
0.007*** -0.014 0.007*** -0.039
(0.001) (0.048) (0.001) (0.050)
% For. Born
0.016*** 0.005 0.011*** 0.005
(0.001) (0.008) (0.001) (0.009)
Multicult. Policy
-0.027 -0.001 -0.052 -0.001
(0.064) (0.005) (0.052) (0.005)
Perceived FB
-- 0.161*** -- 0.175***
-- (0.012) -- (0.012)
Perceived FB Inflows
-- 0.099*** -- 0.138***
-- (0.009) -- (0.009)
ESS Round 2
-0.029*** -- -0.009** --
(0.003) -- (0.003) --
ESS Round 3
-0.028*** -- -0.004 --
(0.003) -- (0.003) --
ESS Round 4
-0.044*** -- -0.032*** --
(0.004) -- (0.004) --
Constant
0.244*** 0.405*** 0.298*** 0.429***
(0.035) (0.088) (0.030) (0.092)
n 77474 18720 77445 18722
Notes: *** p < .001 ** p < .01 * p < .05.  Each column presents estimates from a single random intercepts multi‐level model, 
with standard errors in parentheses.  %Unemployment and % Foreign‐born are for the current year.  Individual level 
covariates whose coefficients were not displayed are: unemployed, subjective economic well‐being, age, education gender, 
left‐right identification, foreign‐born, and minority status. Source: ESS Cumulative, 2002‐2008.
Key Results of Table 7
• 1.Older, less‐educated, female, economically 
disadvantaged are more anti‐immigrant
• 2. National levels of unemployment boost anti‐
immigrant sentiment
• 3. Perceived influx of immigrants (more coming 
in) is a strong predictor of opposition, more than 
the existing level of foreign‐born.
• 4. Multicultural policies have not impact on 
boosting or lowering opposition to immigration
Conclusions and Questions
• Elites are more favorable to immigration than publics in virtually every 
country.
• The public prefeers assimilation in the sense of believing that nations need 
a common language and culture.
• Yet there is belief also that some degree of pluralism is compatible with 
assimilation as long as main values of host country are learned and 
respected by immigrants.
• For division between Us and Them to dissolve, ascriptive definitions of 
nationhood must dissolve, a difficult task, especially if minorities are 
asserting the right to cultural recognition and representation
• Future research: what is the role of public opinion in shaping policy?
• Do multicultural policies, viewed more precisely, help or hurt immigrant 
integration and social cohesion?
• How can a multi‐ethnic society create a civic sense of national identity?
Appendix: Item Wording & Coding
European Social Survey
Outcomes
“Now, using this card, to what extent do you think [country] should31 allow people of the same race or ethnic group as most people to come and live here?”
Allow Many (0.00)
Allow Some (0.33)
Allow a few (0.67)
Allow none (1.00)
“How about people of a different race or ethnic group from most [country] people? Still use this card.”
Allow Many (0.00)
Allow Some (0.33)
Allow a few (0.67)
Allow none (1.00)
“How about people from the poorer countries outside Europe? Use the same card.”
Allow Many (0.00)
Allow Some (0.33)
Allow a few (0.67)
Allow none (1.00)
“Would you say it is generally bad or good for [country]’s economy that people come to live here from other countries? Please use this card.”
11‐point scale, coded from 0 = “good” to 1 = “bad”
“And, using this card, would you say that [country]’s cultural life is generally undermined or enriched by people coming to live here from other countries?”
11‐point scale, coded from 0 = “enriched” to 1 = “undermined”
Perceptions
“Out of every 100 people living in [country], how many do you think were born outside [country]?”
estimated percentage (re‐scored from 0 – 1)
“How do you think the number of people leaving [country] nowadays compares to the number coming to live in [country]? Please use this card.”
Many more leaving (0.00)
More people leaving (0.25)
About the same arriving as leaving (0.50)
More people arriving (0.75)
Many more people arriving (1.00)
Appendix Continued: International Social Survey Programme
National Identity Module
“Some people say that the following things are important for being truly [NATIONALITY]. Others say they are not important.  How important do you think
each of the following is…” (coded 0.00 = “not important at all,” 0.33 = “not very important,” 0.67 “fairly important,” and 1.00 = “very important”).
– “To have been born in country”
– “To be able to speak [COUNTRY LANGUAGE]”
– “To be a [DOMINANT RELIGION IN COUNTRY]”
– “To respect [COUNTRY NATIONALITY] political institutions and laws”
– “To feel [COUNTRY NATIONALITY]”
“Do you think the number of immigrants coming to [country] nowadays should be…” 
Increased a lot (0.00)
– Increased (0.25)
– Left the same (0.50)
– Decreased (0.75)
– Decreased a lot (1.00)
“There are different opinions about immigrants from other countries living in [country].  How much do you agree or disagree with each of the following 
statements?” (5‐category, from 0=“strongly disagree” to 1=“strongly agree”)
– “Immigrants increase crime rates”
– “Immigrants are generally good for [country’s] economy”
– “Immigrants take jobs away from people born in [country]”
– “Immigrants improve [country nationality] society by bringing in new ideas and cultures”
“Some people say that it is better for a country if different racial and ethnic groups maintain their distinct customs and traditions.  Others say that it is
better if these groups adapt and blend into the larger society.  
Which of these views comes closer to your own?”
– Maintain distinct customs and traditions (0.00)
– Adapt and blend into larger society (1.00)
